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A new commandment I give anto you, That ye love one another, as I have loved you—JOHN xxiii. 34. 





a ne eee 





cE AAAS 


Thoughts 


Chiefly compiled from the posthumous Works 
of Bishop Watson. 


on Genuine Religion. 


War is this thing called Orthodoxy, 
which mars the happiness of honest 
men, misleads the judgment of princes, 
and occasionally endangers the stabi- 
lity of thrones? In the true meaning 
of the term, it 1s a sacred thing, to 
which every denomination of Christi- 
ans lays an arrogant and exclusive 
claim, but to w hich no man, no assem- 
bly of men, since the apostolic age, can 
prove a title. It is frequently amongst 
individuals of the same sect nothing 
better than self-sufficiency of opinion, 
and pharisaical pride, by which each 
man esteems himself more righteous 
than his neighbours. 

The imposition of all creeds form- 
ed by human authority is in the high- 
est degree presumptuous and pernici- 
ous, Scever useful they may be as 
brief summaries of what their ¢ ompilers 
believe to be true either in natural or 
revealed religion. 

As to natural religion, the creeds of 
the most distinguished philosophers, 
from Plato and Cicero to Leibnitz and 
Clarke, are extremely various, with re- 
spect to the origin of things—the ex- 
istence and attributes, natural and mo- 
ral, of the Supreme Being—the natural 
mortality and immortality of the hu- 
man soul—the liberty and necessity of 
human actions—the principle of virtue, 
and other important points. And as 
to revealed religion, though all its doc- 
trines are expressed in one book, yet 
such a diversity of interpretations has 
been given to the same passages of 
scripture, that not only individuals, 
but whole churches, have formed to 
themselves different creeds, and intro- 
duced them into their forms of wor- 
ship. These creeds being altogether of 
human fabrication, they oblige con- 
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formity every 


self. 
The great fault, however, is that 
each church, esteeming itself the 


only true church, i Is too apt to impute 
not merely error, but crime to all who 
dare dissent from the articles which it 
has established as the princ iples of its 
faith. This conduct is in every respect 
repreh; ensible—it is judging another 
man’s servant—it is assuming domi- 
nion over another man’s faith—it is 
having too high an opinion of our own 
wisdom—it is presuming that we are 
doing God service, when it may be that/t 
we are merely supporting our own pre- 
judices, flattering our own self-suffi- 
ciency, and paying homage to intellec- 
tual pride. 

I do not, however, agree with those 
who estecm it a matter of indifference 
what religion a man adopts, previded 
his life be good ; yet I must think that 
this indifference is less exceptionable 
than that want of charity for those who 
dissent from our particular faith, which 
too frequet itly occupies the minds of 
well meaning zealots in every church.* 


* Letter to his Daughter, 1805. 
Watson. 


By Richard 


(To be Centinued. ) 
Q 


FOR THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER, 





tions on the Extracts from Dr. 
Lardner’s Letter on the Logos, pub- 
lished in the Christian Messenger, 
page 73 to page 86. 


Ir is many years since I read Dr. 
Lardner’s letter. I’then thought that 
however it might affect those opinions 
which he opposed, it appeared to have 
no proper bearing on what I then con- 
sidered, and still consider to be the 
plain doctrine of the scripture. My 
attention has been recalled to it by 
this extract. I do not enquire what 


formable to scripture, and of this con- 
‘man must judge for him- 


ask why the extract is now biweaae 
forward. Dr. L. proposes to “ consi- 
der some texts, which have been sup- 
posed by some to represent to us the 
pre-existence of the soul of our Saviour 
before his concesitem in the womb of 
the virgin Mary.” He begins with 
the form of Ged, Philip. ii. 6. and tells 
us that it seems to him * to have been 
enjoyed by our Lord in this world. 
It denotes his know ledge of the nearis 
of men, and other miraculous powers ; 

* but though he had so great power, en 
lived in a mean condition, and submit- 
ted to the reproaches of enemies, and 
to death itself.” “ This sense,” he 
says, does w onderfully accord with 
what “ our Lord says,’ John x. 34, 36. 
Wherein does this wane lerful accord- 
ance consist? for in that passage our 
Lord does not say a word of his being 
then Gad, or in the form of God; but 
at that | he was the Son of God. In 
Phil. ii. 6, 7, the apostle not only in- 
forms us that our Lord had been in 
the form of-God, but also that he empti- 
ed himself, taking the form of a servant. 
Dr. Lardner well knew that this was 
the literal reading of the text; but he 
happene d te take our common version, 
made himself of no reputation ; which, in 
this instance, does not express the mean- 
ing of the apostle : but in the scriptures, 
there is no evidence of its being true that 
Jesus, from his birth till his death, ever 
emptied himself of that knowledge of the 
hearts of men, or of any miraculous 
powers w hadewer , but the contrar y. The 
Doctor’s interpretation then, is direct- 
ly opposite to the apostle’s testimony. 
Phil. ii. 6, 7. ‘ 
The Hebrew word rendered God, in 
the Old Testament invariably denotes 
the possessor of Divine authority to 
govern and judge ; and consequently 


includes whatever is proper for a right ; 
eous ruler and judge to perform.— 


Whether as applied to the (creat Sue 








science, only so far as they are con- 


those opinions were, and I need not 


preme Being, the original possessor of 
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106 THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 
underived authority ; or to those whomfany man, especially a man of the Edi- they were estimated. Now, as the kno 
he was pleased to invest with such/tor’s understanding, could suppose it}Lord redeemed the house of Israel] son 
measures of authority as he saw meet possible for any being to become poor|from Egyptian bondage by his servant ve: 
to give them. Hence Moses was made|in any other way than by ceasing to pos-| Moses, so he redeemed man from sin a 
God to execute judgment upon Pharaoh|sess that in which his riches formerly|by Jesus Christ, who is that prophet, a 
and the Egyptians; and the rulers of |consisted. But to satisfy him as welljlike unto Moses, which the Lord pro- the 
Israel were called gods, in relation tojas the readers, (if any such there be,)|mised his people. See Titus ii. 14, “ who hes 
their governing and judging that peo-|I do not hesitate to state that the rich-/gave himself for us, that he might re- nee 
ple; and far above all these, to Azsjes of the Son of God consisted in the/deem us from all iniquity, and purify sie 
Son,.the Beloved. Therefore, the form|tulness of that glorious power and au-lunto himself a peculiar people, zealous dop 
of God, which the Son possessed, could|thority which his God and Father hadjof good works.” You see by this pass. will 
only signify the possession of that dele- given to him before the world was, to-lage that Jesus did not give himself can 
gated authority, and nothing else. Ofjgether with that fulness of wisdom,/for us, to redeem us from the supposed weet 
that he emptied himself, taking the form suitable to the proper exercise of that penalty of endless misery, but to re. he 
of a servant. The yo of God, our|power and authority, and the blessed-ldeem us from all iniquity. This sense PB in t 
Lord did not possess, in the period be-|ness which he enjoyed, all which Godjof redemption is expressed in Psalm J my 
tween his birthand his death; because he|had given to him ; and his poverty con-/xcii. 14, “* He shall redeem their soul “U 
had emptied himself of it, taking the form sisted in ceasing to possess these rich-lfrom deceit and violence.”” Here again [a was 
of a servant ; but on finishing the workles, in order that he might bring us to/you will observe that there is no price bloc 
which the Father had given him to do,jenjoy, not peculiarly earthly riches, paid, which is received as a considera- ture 
he prayed for the restoration of the glo-|but spiritual blessings, to be Jilled\tion for the value of the people. But pass 
ry which he had had with the Lather with all the Julness of God. ‘This was|they are redeemed, not from any au- prov 
before the world was. Accordingly,}a suitable motive to induce the Corim-|thority which had a rightful claim on PM us f 
as the Father always heard him, God|thians to divest themselves of part of|them, but from deceit and violence, PL 
raised him from the dead, and restored his|their earthly riches, in order to the|whose injurious power might be law- pass 
former glory, and probably exalted/earthly comfort of their fellow heirs of/fully broken, and from the bondage of [9 way 
him to a more glorious state than he|the grace of life; which being done in|which the people might be righteously I ha 
had formerly enjoyed. the spirit of christian leve, would be aldelivered. Furthermore, see a promise othe 
Dr. Lardner observes in the same|spiritual sacrifice acceptable to God/concerning Ephraim, whose iniquity be si 
page, “If this be the meaning of the|through Christ. . TI. |was bound up, and whose sin was hid; PM is ve 
text, (Phil. ii. 6, 7.) then 2 Cor. viii. pte or ine Hosea xiii. 14. “I will ransom them BR with 
9. is also explained, that “though he} 4 Dialogue between a Universalist and from the power of the grave ; I will re- F¥ trou 
mas rich, yet for our sakes he became oo Eiialan. deem them from death ; O death, I will F¥ a pre 
poor.” (Continued from page 102.) jbe thy plagues; O grave, I willbe thy J to p 
Dr. L. had great reasons for making} Uni. As Christ is said to be ourjdestruction; repentance shall be hid quiri 
this assertion conditional, for it seems|Redeemer, it may be well to learn|from mine eyes.” It is clear that no sage: 
very plain that Azs interpretation of what the scriptures mean by the word|price could be received by the grave same 
Phil. ii. 6, 7. 2s not the meaning of that}|Redeemer. and by death as an equivalent for Eph- sir, t 
text, therefore, 2 Cor. viii. 9. zs not} In Lev. xxv. we have an‘account of/raim. But by destroying these powers, Ican 
thereby explained. the manner of redeeming a possession by which he was held, his redemption this 
I had asked in page 69 of the Chris- which had been sold; in the use of the was effected. By these hints so fully consi 
tian Messenger, how it was possible|word in <his case, there was a price/supported by scripture, it is evident befor 
for a man to be rich and poor at the signified, which the person who re-|that from the scriptures which speak of the d 
same time respecting the same things ?}deemed the possession paid to the one/Christ as our redeemer, ne support says 
If the riches of a miser consist in the|}whe had previously bought it. And/can be derived of this doctrine of sub- ed fi 
possession of money, he cannot be poor there was an exact calculation madejstitution. But all such passages are feren 
in that respeet while he retains thatjon the value of what was brought back, clearly understood in a way consistent and 
possession. If his poverty consist injand the price according to it. But/with reason, which cannot fail to ren- whic] 
denying himself of the enjoyment of there is a different sense in which the/der the subject sactisfactory, as I trust, ple fr 
the good things which money would|word redeem is used in the 6th of Ex-/to any reasonable mind. God 
purchase, he cannot be rich in the en-|odus, as follows ; * Wherefore say untof Lim. I am willing to acknowledge, worlc 
joyment of these good things, while he the children of Israel, I am the Lerd,|my dear sir, that what you have brought savin 
deprives himself of them. On thisjand I will bring you out from under|from the scriptures, together with your we de 
the Editor remarks, *‘I ask how can ajthe burdens of the Egyptians, and Ijremarks, seems to me a very rational our si 
man be rich and poor at the same timejwill rid you out of their bondage, and I}reply to the observations which I had of cor 
respecting the same things? When hejwill redeem you with an stretchedout/submitted for your consideration ; but Seque 
has proved that the riches and poverty|arm and with great judgment.” Youlfyou will not think it very strange that punis 
of Christ respected the same things, it]/will readily perceive that in redeeming|I am not ready at once to give up 39 Lin 
will be incumbent on us to answer this|the house of Israel from Egypt, the/doctrine, which I was taught in my ten longs 
question, and perhaps, not before.” Lord did not pay a price to the tyrantjter childhood, by the best and most I mar 
I had not supposed it probable that}who oppressed them, at which pricejpious parents. Notwithstanding I ac- simil; 








,nowledge the plausibility of your rea- 
soning on this subject, I cannot at 
resent make the scriptures wear alto- 
gether a complexion agreeable to your 
views. Indeed I cannot conceive why 
the scriptures should be so written if 
what you contend for be true. Without 
attempting to present all the difficul- 
ties which seem to be in the way of a- 
dopting your arguments altogether, I 
will present one passage, which if you 
can explain in a way to favour your 
system, I must suppose that all other 
like passages may be justly understood 


= in the same way.—The one I have in 


my mind is recorded in Rev. i. 5. 
“Unto him who hath loved us, and 
washed us from our sins in his own 
blood.”” Your knowledge of the scrip- 
tures will at once present to you many 


| passages of like import, which go to 


prove that the blood of Christ cleanses 
us from sin. 

Uni. Your supposition that if this 
passage can be fairly understood in a 
way to agree with the arguments which 
I have before brought on this subject, 
other passages of similar import may 
be supposed to run in the same channel 


© is very just; and if we can be satisfied 
) with this method it will save us much 


trouble; and we shall be able to avoid 
a prolixity which is too often permitted 


©) to protract religious discussions, by re- 


quiring a distinct reply to different pas- 
sages whose sense are evidently the 
same. But you will permit me, dear 
sir, to observe in the first place, that 
Ican see nothing even in the letter of 
this passage which in any way can be 
considered in opposition to what I have 
before contended for, and in favour of 
the doctrine of substitution. The text 
says; ‘f Who hath loved us and wash- 
ed from our sins.” This is very dif- 
ferent from saying, who hath loved us 
and saved us from the just punishment 
which we deserved, Jesus saves his peo- 
ple from their sins; he is the lamb os 
God who taketh away the sin of the 
world ; but he is never spoken of as 
Saving us from any punishment which 
wedeserve. But if he saved us from 
our sins, if he washes us from our sins, 
of course we shall be righteous, in con- 
Sequence of which we shall deserve no 
punishment. 

Lim. 1 see at once the text literally be- 
longs to your side of this subject. And 
I marvel that I have thought ef this and 
similar passages in so superficial a man- 
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ner as not to see that Jesus by his 
blood saves us from our sins, and not 
from deserved punishment. But I am 
in the dark still, not knowing what is 
meant by “washing us from our sins 
in his own blood.” How does the blood 
of Christ wash away our sins? Though 
this question does not particularly con- 
cern the subject in debate, if you have 
a solution of it, I shall esteem it a fa- 
vour if you will be so good as to state it. 

Uni. This I am happy to do, because 
when you come to understand the scrip- 
ture on this point, you will have a still 
more clear and extensive view of the 
system which I am endeavouring to lay 
before you. First then permit me to 
premise that there is but one way for 
sin and iniquity to be washed away, 
and if we place several texts together 
which speak of this subject in different 
language, and can thereby ascertain the 
true doctrine of those scriptures, we 
shall know what certain words mean 
which may be used in a figurative way. 
Take for instance the words you pro- 
pose: * Who washed us from our sins 
in his own blood ;”’ and with this com- 
pare Eph. v. 25, 26, Even as Christ 
also loved the church, and gave himself 
for it; that he might sanctify and 
cleanse it with the washing of water by 
the word.”—That these two passages 
mean the same thing no doubt can be 
entertained. But one speaks of wash- 
ing with dood, and the other with wa- 
ter by the word. ‘The question now 1s, 
what do they both mean? See John 
xvil. 17, “Sanctify them through thy 
truth, thy word is truth.” We havenow 
before us four words which evidently 
all mean the same thing, (viz.) BLoon, 
WATER, WORD, and TrutTH. All these 
words mean that which sanctifies or 
cleanses from sin; and they all mean 
the TRuTH. By bringing men to the 
knowledge of the truth they are cleans- 
ed from sin; for they no sooner know 
the truth, than it makes tem free from 
sin and alive to God. Jesus said, ex- 
cept ye eat my flesh and drink my blood 
ye have no life in you. And then he 
said; “the flesh profiteth nothing, the 
words which I speak unto you are spi- 
rit and life.” ; 

Lim. The light in which this subject 
now appears is clear; but what a cloud 
of darkness has this light removed! 
For ages the christian churchhas been 
groping after a reasonable solution of 
this subject, which now appears free 
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from all difficulty. I am now perfectly 
satisfied respecting the following sub- 
jects. 

ist. I am persuaded that there is 
no attribute in God, no, not even jus- 
tice itself, which in its nature or design, 
is In any way opposed to the best 
good of even the chiefest of sinners. 

2d. Ofcourse, Iam fully satisfied 
that the opinion that Jesus suffered 
and died to appease the wrath of God 
and to reconcile: him to us, is alto- 
gether a mistake, which has grown out 
of the ignorance of men concerning 
the divine character. 

3d. I am now persuaded that the 
economy of the salvation of sinners 
contemplates no such thing as saving 
them from the wrath of God, as has been 
generally believed, nor from a state of 
endless misery in the future world; 
but that it designs to save men from 
sin, from darkness of mind, from false 
imaginations, and fruitless fears, as the 
shepherd saves his lost and wandering 
sheep from the condition into which it 
has strayed, or the physician his patient 
from the disorder that affects him. 

4th. I am furthermore satisfied, that 
in order to effect this salvation, noth- 
ing more is necessary than such a man- 
ifestation of the divine character as 
will enable the mind to have a clear 
view of the goodness of God. Butal- 
though these things appear so very 
evident to my mind, I am far from be- 
ing free from perplexity, on account 
of the many passages of scripture, 
which I have been in the habit of be- 
lieving support the doctrine of endless 
punishinent. But as this doctrine now 
appears to me to stand im direct op- 
position to the revealed attributes of 
God, and to the plain declaration of 
many parts of the scriptures, I am led 
to think that those passages which 
have been usually applied to support 
endless punishment have been misap- 
plied, and that tradition has drawn 
such a veil over them that they are not 
rightly understood. Now as my mind 
isin this situation, I have a desire to 
propose a number of passages for your 
consideration and solution. 


nr 
Vv 


FROM THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 

TO MOSES STUART, 
Associate Professor of Sacred Literature 
in Theological Seminary, at Andover. 
Sir,—I have read your letters to 








Mr. Channing. It is not my object te 
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interfere in the controvrsy between|said Amen. And the four and twenty |dispute that the worship spoken of jy 

vou, but to call vour attention to onejelders fell down and w orshipped him|the texts quoted by you, is Spiritual ish 
thing in them, w hich is not likely to be|that liveth forever and ever.’ If this|w orship. So sure you are of this, that : 
noticed by your opponents, but which|be not spiritual worship—and if Christ|you say, “if this be not spiritual Wor 

struck my “mind with great force in{be not the object of it here ; Iam una- ship, Iam unable to produce a Case, 
reading them. As the paragraph is not|ble to produce a case where worship|where worship can be called spiritual 

very long on which I wish to remark I}can be called spiritual and divine.” and divine.” Now, my dear sir, if jy 

shall quote it. In your third edition,} Such, sir, are the scriptures you have|be true, that things in heaven, earth, 
proving that divine honours and wo-- quoted, and such are the comments you/and under the earth, is a common pe. 

ship are ascribed to Christ, you havejhave given, and this is the paragraph riphrasis for the universe ; and if it be 

the following quotation from scripture,/which arrested my attention. Uponjalso true, that this w orship is spiritual 

and observations. reading it, the following ideas rushed{and divi ine, you certainly have told us, 

“ Philip. ii. 10, 11. ‘ That at the/into my mind with violence.—* Things/that the universe is to wor ship Chris yey 
name of Jesus every knee should bow,!in heaven, earth, and under the oueth with spiritual and divine w orship. The Chie! 
of things ir heaven, ‘and things in earth,/is a periphrasis for the universe: this|w orship 1 is spiritual and divine, and the 
and things under the earth; and that universe worships Christ with spiritualjuniverse are the worshippers. Are we 
every tongue shuld confess that Jesusjand divine worship, and yet Mr. Stuartlable to avoid this ? The mind must be oe, 
Christ is Lord to the glory of God the|believes that many in this very uni-ldifferently constructed from mine, tha in p 
Father.” Thi ngs in heaven, earth, and/verse, are to be punished in hell for-|can avoid it. Is it, or can it be believ. look 
under the earth, is acommon periphra-lever. I paused, and concluded, that Led by any one, that any beings in the in a 
sis, of the Hebrew and New Testament|certainly must haye read and undér universe, who W orship Christ thus, com 
writers, for the Universe ; (t« xa or|stood you wrong. I returned, and read/shall be punished forever. Tam sure ei 
ro mara.) What can be meant byjwith careful attention, the whole divi-jI never had any such idea: and I haye plac 
things in heaven, 1.e. beings 1n heaven,|sion of your subject, in which the above always understood, that it was on ac to p 
bowing the kvies to Jesus, if spiritual quot: ition occurs, but found to my sur-|count of persons not wor shipping abh« 
worship be not meant? What other|prise I had not. After repeated peru-/Christ in this way, that they were pun. mos 
worship can heaven render? And if the/sals of it, and after much reflection up-lished. You certainly cannot think, that vou 
worship of Christ in heaven be spiritu-jon it, I am constrained to think youjthe punishment of the wicked foreval B 
al, should not that of ot<rs, who ought either are, or ought to be a Universal-|is in whole or in part to consist, in ren. may 
in ‘temper to be united with them, be spt-list. Bure Iam, that nothing which I dering to Christ spiritual and divine ive | 
ritual also? Rev. v. 8—14. t And when have ever read or heard, in so few worship. If this be punishment, whai sens 
he (i. e. Christ, see ver. 6, 7.) took the/words, so conclusively establishes thelis happiness? If this be hell, what is ahs 
book, the four beasts and four andidoctrine of universal salvation. Hav-!heaven? bilit 
twenty elders fell down before thei ing receiv ed the impression, from read-| It is pretty evident to me from these Tl 
Lamb, havi ing every one of them harps,/ing your letters, that you are a candid,|texts which you have quote d, and the wl 
and golden vials full of odours, which/honest man, it has led me thus to ad- exphi anations you have giv Cy that the mor 
are the prayers of the saints. «m And dress you. I cannot suffer my self toluniverse is to w orship Christ with spi a 
they sung a new song, say ing, thou art/think, ‘that you secretly believe all willlritual and divine worship. Notwith sis 
wor rthy to take the book, and to open/fin: ily be saved, and publicly profess to standing this, | presume you profess to 3 
the seals thereof: for chou wast slain helicvea diferent doctrine. [have con-|believe that some, if not many in this re 
and hast redeemed us to God by thy/cluded, that this passage of your let-luniverse, are to be forever miserable. res 
blood, out of every kindred, and tongue,/ters, must have been inadv ertently| How to reconcile these things, has been 35m 
and people, and nation ; and hast made written, or you must have some wayja subject of consideration with me. fof 
us unto our God kings and priests; andjof getting rid of difficulties from the! After turning, and looking at these of th 
we shall reign on the earth. And I be-|texts you have quoted and your com-|things on all sides, I am unable to de i 
held and I heard the voice of many an- ments, of which I candidly confess mylyise, how you can reconcile them to liny; 
gels round about the throne and the}: ignorance. The object of this corres- your own mind, but in one or the other fae 
beasts and the elders ; and the number|pondence 1 is, is to state to state to you,lof the three following ways. But as nat 
of them was ten thousand times ten|/what has occurred to me, and to re-leach of these w ays, presents to me sad 
thousand, and thousands of thousands ;/quest further information from you on]some difficulties, I ail state them, ae 
saying with a loud voice worthy 1 is the|this subject. hoping that you will assist me, if pos V 
Lamb that was slain to receive power,} I am unable to controvert what you|sible, to remove them. But this must ene 
and riches, and wisdom, and strength,|say, that, * things in heaven, earth, and be the matter of another communicas bo 
and honour, and glory, and blessing./under the earth, is a common peri-|tion. [ am your’s, respectfully, hai 
And every creature which is in heaven,|phrasis of the Hebrew and New Tes- AN InQuiRER AFTER TRUTH. God 

_and in the earth, and such as are in the tament writers, for the universe.”” My Pete 
sea, and ail that are in them, heard I/present degree of knowledge leads me 0 i pres 
saying, blessing, and honour, and glo-/to think, that this statement is correct. joyt 
ry, and power, be unto him that sitteth|If it be not I should be glad to see the] FD nhs TT ry ily Tt ny G. can 
upon the throne, and unto the Lambjevidence by which it is disproved. = fa. 
forever and ever. And the four beasts!/Neither can I, nor am I disposed tol JVeatly ewecuted at thes Office. 





